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-Jite MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

PERIOD FOR rfpi v [check either a) or b)] 

a) E The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

b) D ,n 

fee havt ^ under 37 CFR 1 ,36(a) and the appropriate extension 

fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from 1) thTS 5n S^^^^t^ 00 ™ 8 ? 0 ??'* am ° Unt ° f the fee " The a PP r °P™te extension 
(2) as set forth in (b) above, if checked Z eply reS bv the OffiSat? Enl^^ 8 "? re P'* 1 ori S ,nal| y set in «» final Office action; or 
timely filed, may reduce any earned pateS a^ ^ Mg date ° f the final re j ection ' even if 

1 .□ A Notice , of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.D The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) Q they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) D ^n?S!!££^ ^ aPP ' iCati0n " b6tter f ° rm f ° r appeal * material| y reducin 9 or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

3.D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 



; would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 ' E InnSS affidavit - b P f xhibit - or C )E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sh»et P ' aCe the 

6D mSf?? 8 !? °c eXhibit Wi " N ° T be ""•W"* becau se it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

? m ^KSZfh^' Pr ° P0Sed , amendment ( s > wi " not be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 1-9. 11-13. 18-46. and 49-64 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10O Other: 
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Part of Paper No. 19 



Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: of the reasons set forth in the final rejection. In 
addition, the teachings of the secondary reference of Baiker are not restricted to the hydrogenation of fats and oils. As a result, Baiker is 
still considered to provide motivation to include carbon dioxide in the hydrogenation process of Bitler et al.(6,255,367). Aiso, it is 
maintained that the combination of teachings would result in a process including a catalyst displaying the same characteristics defined in 
applicants* claims. Furthermore, it is not required that the applied references disclose "all" of the catalyst components listed in each of 
applicants' dependent claims to be properly applied in a rejection. In addition, the composition of Tacke et al. are still considered to be th 
same as those claimed by applicants (Pd, Rh, Ru, or Pt supported on an organosiloxane). As a result, Tacke et al. inherently discloses a 
composition having corresponding characteristics to those claimed by applicants under like conditions . 
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